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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 



MONTH(S) FROM 



Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36 (a). In no event, hovrever, may a reply be timely filed 

after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days wilt 

be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period vAW apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this 

communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply vwll, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 

earned patent temn adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1) Responsive to connmunication(s) filed on Nov 12. 2001 

2a) □ This action is FINAL. 2b) E This action is non-final. 

3) □ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Qu9^35 CD. 11; 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) S C!aim(s) 1. 3-7. and 9-12 is/are pending in the applica 



4a) Of the above, claim{s) . 
5)D Claim{s) 



6) S Claim(s) 1. 3-7. and 9-12 

7) n Claim(s) 

8) n Claims 



is/are withdrawn from considere 

Is/are allowed. 

is/are rejected. 

is/are objected to. 



. are subject to restriction and/or election requirem 



Application Papers 

9)D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on 



. is/are objected to by the Examiner. 
is: ap approved b)ndisapproved. 



11) D The proposed drawing correction filed on 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

13) D Acknowledgement Is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d). 
a)n All b) □ Some* c) DJone of: 

1. □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. _ 



3. □ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
*See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14)D Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e). 
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15) ^ Notice of References Cited {PJO-eS2) 

16) Q Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

17) □ Information Cfeclosure Statement(s) {PTO-1'M9) Paper No{s). 



IS) Q Interview Summary (PTO-413) Paper No(s). 

19) n Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

20) □ Other: 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Amendment 
1 . Applicant's request for reconsideration of the finality of the rejection of the last Office 
action is persuasive and, therefore, the finality of that action is withdrawn. 



2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1, 3-7, 9-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over US patent 
#5,798,752 (Buxton et al). 

- As for claims 1,7: Buxton et al teach a method/system for execution of a predefined 
process within a data processing system having a keyboard 25, a plurality of objects 52 and a 
pointing device 27 having buttons 32 (figure 1) and an associated movable cursor 55 displayed 
therein, comprising steps/means for specifying a predefined process by recording user inputs. The 
user inputs specifying a user defined executable process which may be applied to one or more of 
the objects (col. 23, line 12 - col. 24, line 44). The predefined process is associated with the 
cursor 55. Executing the predefined process on objects 52 in response each subsequent graphic 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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selection of a suitable objects 52 and depression of a button by a user using the cursor (col. 1 4, 
line 19, see "Click-Through Buttons"). Buxton et al fail to clearly teach the association is 
disabled in response to another user input. However, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, to implement the disabling the 
association in response to a user input to Buxton et al. Motivation of the implenientation is for 
disabling the macro execution and go on with other tasks. 

- As for claims 3, 4, 9, 10: Feedback are provided to the user as a visual aid for 
determining whether the predefined process may or may not be executed on the particular 
object 52 selected by the cursor (col. 35, lines 27-51). Buxton et al fail to clearly teach that the 
determination is in response to the user selection of the object. However, Official notice is taken 
as implementation of feedback such as error message is well known in computer operation (see 
US patent #6,061,058 for example). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, 
at the time the invention was made, to combine the well known implementation of visual feedback 
to Buxton in response to executing the predefined process on a selected object. Motivation of the 
combining is to inform the user whether or not the process can be executed on the selected object. 

- As for claims 5, 1 1 : The user defined process may be applied to one or more objects 
within the data processing system (col. 36, lines 15-19). 

- As for claims 6, 12: The defined process is dragged to object 52 (figure 1; col. 36, 
lines 15-19). 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of 
rejection. 
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Inquires 



Res{K>ases to ^tioo should be Biailed to: Commissioner of Patents and Trademffltey 
Wasliington^ D.C. 2023 1 , If egaplicant desires to fax a response, (703) 746-7238 niay be used 
for fonnal After Final commuoicatioDs^ (703) 746-7239 for Ofiicia] communications, or 
(703) 746-7240 for Non-Oflicial or draft communications. NOTE: A Request for Continuation 
(Rule 60 Of 62) cannot be faxed. 

Please label 'PROPOSED'* or ''DRAFT for infonnal f^simile communications. For after 
final responses, please label "A>1 ER hlNAL" or "tiXPhUi i liU PRCXJliDURE" on the 
docum^^t, 

Hand-dclivCTcd R5sptins«3s Jsls^ulU be brought to Cfystal Park IJ» 2121 Cr>'Stal Drive, 
Arlington. VA«, Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 

Any inquir>' concerning this communication or earlier communications finom the examiner 
should be dittjcted to Hu>itfi-Ba whose ^Icjrfioi^ number is (703) 305-9794. The examiner cm 
normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8.00AM to 4.30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
John Cabeca, can be reached on (703) 308-3 11 6. 

All Internet e-mail communications will be made of record in the application file. PTO 
employees do not engage in Internet communications where there exists a possibility that sensitive 
information could be identified or exchanged unless the record includes a properly signed express 
waiver of the confidentiality requirements of 35 U.S.C. 122. This is more clearly set forth in the 
Interim Internet Usage Policy published in the Official Gazette of the Patent and Trademark on 
February 25, 1997 at 11 95 OG 89. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-3800. 
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Primary Examiner 
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